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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and placed of 
record in the file: Amendment (dated 3/1/07). 

2. Claims 1-27 are presented for examination. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by George et al. 
[George], U.S. Patent. No. 6,772,241. 

6. Regarding claim 1, George teaches a system that facilitates state machine power 
management, comprising: 

a state management component (ICH 230) that receives at least one signal that is directed 
to a state machine (processor 210) [Fig. 2; col. 3, lines 41-46], the state management component 
evaluates the signal to ascertain whether at least one of a coprocessor or the state machine 
services the signal [col. 3, lines 47-50]; 
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the coprocessor (250) services the signal in order to provide a timely response to the 
signal and facilitate state machine power management without transitioning the state machine to 
a high power state [col. 4, lines 32-41 (Limited On: processor is off and coprocessor is on)]; and 

the state machine services the signal upon evaluation that the coprocessor cannot service 
the signal without transitioning the state machine to the high power state [col. 4, lines 44-48 
("system wake event interrupt" is the signal that the coprocessor cannot service)]. 

7. Regarding claim 2, George teaches that the state machine employs the state management 
component (230) to receive the signal when the state machine transitions from a high power state 
to a lower power state (the ICH 230 can still receive signal when the processor 210 is in low 
power state) [col. 3, lines 27-35, 41-50]. 

8. Regarding claim 3, George teaches that the lower power state comprises one of a standby 
state, a suspend state, a hibernate state, a sleep state, a deep sleep state, and an off state [col. 3, 
lines 27-30]. 

9. Regarding claim 4, George teaches that the system comprises an analysis component that 
interprets the signal (in order to determine whether it is a sleep command or a wake command, 
George must include an analysis component) [col. 4, lines 26, 44]. 

10. Regarding claim 5, George teaches that the system comprises a decision component that 
determines whether the coprocessor should respond to the signal [determining whether the 
coprocessor exist or not (to response to the interrupts), col. 4, lines 32, 37-38]. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, George teaches that the state management component is activated by 
the state machine requesting services of the state management component and the sate 
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management component detecting the state machine transitioned to the lower power state [col. 3, 
lines 41-46; col 4, lines 8-23]. 

12. Regarding claim 7, George teaches that the system consumes less power when the 
coprocessor responds to the signal [col. 4, lines 13-16]. 

13. Regarding claim 8, George teaches that the state component is employed to manage wake 
states for a plurality of state machines [col. 4, lines 8-10, 44-48]. 

14. Regarding claim 9, George teaches that the system comprises an intelligence component 
that facilitates at least one of interpreting the signal [col. 4, line 25-26, 44-46; interpreting 
whether the signal is a wake or a sleep signal] and distributing the signal for processing [col. 4, 
lines 8-16]. 

15. Regarding claim 10, George teaches that the state management component invokes the 
state machine to respond to the signal when the coprocessor cannot respond to the signal [col. 4, 
lines 44-48 ("system wake event interrupt" is the signal that the coprocessor cannot service)]. 

16. Regarding claim 1 1, George teaches that the signal is transmitted over one of a network, 
a backplane, and a bus [col. 3, lines 43-46]. 

17. Regarding claim 12, George teaches that the state management component is employed 
to reduce state machine load for a state machine in a full power state [In Full ON, both 
processors 210 and coprocessor 250 are ON, col. 3, lines 28-29, the coprocessor is used to help 
the processor (reduce load) to perform complex task, col. 1, lines 23-25]. 

18. Regarding claims 13-27, they do not teach or further define over the limitations recited in 
claims 1-12 above. Therefore, claims 13-27 are also anticipated by George for the same reasons 
set forth in the rejected claims 1-12 above. 
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Conclusion 

19. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuan N. Du whose telephone number is (571) 272-3673. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday: 7:30 am - 4:00 pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rehana Perveen can be reached at (571) 272-3676. 
Central TC telephone number is (571) 272-2100. 
The fax number for the organization is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 



TD 

May 1,2007 




